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A E— """‘“wxllmd to put down the weapons and talk—. 4
Teven thou"h the United States isn't forcing -
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I write this lettel in dlaa“rcoment with”
Barry Goldwater's recent colunm "Cold
- Itacts Agmmt Test Ban," My first, c‘bjectmn
o Told Wi s wWiew fis s nowhore: therein
docs he employ "cold facts." Inslead he
m.ll\M statements that are in no.wayproven
Por cven convmcmg ancl presents: Lhcm as
"cnld facts."

. Goldwater says: "So-long as thls-: natlon
. maintains a nuclear superiority it has a
- shield to oppose the aggression lWthh

, continues to. be a fundamental fact ofiSoviet . - -

life. . B
Firstly, the tlme has’ passed when' erely
. keeping ahead—by any " distance—ronsti-
- tutes a defense. Both the United Stafes and.
Russia have reached a-point where reuclear
- superiority is immaterial. Both natioris have
~the capacity to destroy the world; a ‘power,
. supcrior fo that is unneccssary. -8 “
»  Secondly, what exactly are these. aggres-.
“~sions which are such a "fundamental faict of

. Soviet life?" How is the U.S.8.R. "awres- .

swe, and proven so?" Even if one aigues.’
. that Vietnam and Cuba are examples of

" Soviet _aggression, American nuclear su erl-

’- ority is mot, and should not be, mvo
:-there. - Lt "i"

I obJect also to Goldwater s 1dea that pnly

when the United States has-the combative:
" advantage will peace talks be possible. One
" must abandon the idea that we are the only
~rmation capable ‘of "seitling’ chfferexices
" rationally rather than violently."

-f:
. Isn't it conceivable that some other natmn, .

“perhaps even one hostile to us, might ibe .

. the terms by its . overwhelming military -

.-~ strength? Waiting until the world has

become peaceful—-—on our terms—to . end,

“‘nuclear testing is one of the most 1lloglcal,
* ‘unrealistic, and pessimistic 1deas to come ¥

yet from Goldwater

There would be no end to an attempt te :
keep ahead of Russia' in the arms race. s

" Already. . the attempt is meaningless and., |

. ——-«-senseleas Weapons—whether they re the1rsa '

" or ours—are notoriously unsuccessful at
, ';‘ achieving a real peace,

... Perhaps a little of that. illusive ratlonallty 3

.might find some success. It is certainly. !}

. f:. ‘worth as much effort -as ls needlessly put l _ .

i ‘mto the arms race. :
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As a student one learns to consider the.'- :

-motives of the author of any piece. On the -
. face, Pearson's .article ‘appears to defend
- President Johns"ons attitude on the CIA-
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_around the fact that the Pzesulent, of the
United States is unaware of the activities of -
cer Lam sensitive departments.of, the governs
et The Tt pluee, ‘the Thict Txecutive
is responsible for all activitics of the Execu-
‘tive Branch whether he is aware of the
. activitics or not, Secondly, this gives a poor

- image of the power of the Presidency itself

and is detnmental to the country. ..
o SO KA,THLEEN KNIGHT
- ;“Inglewood
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